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in Chinese restaurants, as is the law in Saskatchewan, Chapter
y i ri"
which is a simple safeguard for morality.1                       -----*
Marriage is a federal subject, but not solemnisation,
and it has been ruled2 that it is not open to the federa-
tion to enact a law which would render valid any
marriage though the provincial rules of celebration had
not been respected, but much doubt attends the efforts
of the provinces to include as part of solemnisation
such matters as parental consents and to declare in-
valid marriages which do not comply with this con-
dition.3 Divorce is in a curious position. It has been
ruled that all the provinces save Ontario and Quebec
(and in practice Prince Edward Island) have courts
which before union had the necessary jurisdiction to
give divorces in accordance with the English law of
1857. Only the federation can extend causes, as has
been done by putting men and women on the same
footing, and only the federation could give Ontario
such a court, an action delayed until 19303 when also
divorce jurisdiction was extended, so that any province
where a husband was domiciled before he deserted his
wife may give a divorce, though the wife's domicile has
been changed by her husband's action in securing a
domicile elsewhere.4
In the matter of the administration of justice the
provincial power of legislation as to courts must be
/taken into conjunction with the federal power to
I appoint the judges of the superior courts in the pro-
.vince, and colourable efforts to evade the power of the
1  Quong Wing v. 5., 49 S.C.R. 440; Yee Clun v. City oJRegina, [1925]
4 D.L.R. 1015.
2  Marriage Legislation in Canada, In re, [1912] A.C. 880.
3  Dicey and Keith, Conflict of Laws (5th ed), pp. 736, 737.
4  Ibid. pp. 424, 431.